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ON CONDITIONAL UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO
STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

ISTVAN GYONGY AND NICOLAI V. KRYLOV

ABSTRACT. This paper is a continuation of [26]. Here theorems on
conditional uniqueness and regularity for solutions to stochastic Navier-
Stokes equations in R? are presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Navier-Stokes equations,

0
Eri i VA =y — Vp+ Djf + f, divu=0 (1.1)

for t > 0 and = € RY, with initial condition
ut‘t:O = ug (1.2)

for the evolution of the velocity and pressure fields v = (u}(2), ..., ul(z))
and p = p(x), are among the most important equations in fluid dynamics
and are also among the most studied PDEs in the literature. Here v is a
positive constant, w(,) = u’ Dju,

Djfj: (a%f}rv%f?)r f:(flv’”vfd)
are given force fields for ¢t > 0 and z = (21, ..., 2¢) € RY, and ug = (ug, ..., ud)
is a given velocity field on R? such that div f; = divug = 0.
By the classical results of Hopf [27] and Leray [37] for any ug € H at least
one weak solution to (LI)-(L2) exists in the Hopf-Leray class,

W= Loo([()? OO)7H) n LQ([()? OO)7V))7

where
V= {uec WHRYRY) : divu = 0}

and H is the closure of V in Lo(RY R%). (See, e.g., [35], [36], [38], [501,
[21] and [48] for presentations of Leray and Hopf results and for further
developments.)

Due to a famous theorem of Ladyzhenskaya, the uniqueness of the weak
solution in this class is known when d = 2, and it is an open problem for
d > 3. There is, however a considerable literature on conditional uniqueness
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of the solution under various criteria. The most well-known criterium is the
Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition, which requires that for a 7' > 0 the
Hopf-Leray weak solution be in the space L, , = L, ,([0,7] x R? R?) such

that

d 2
” + . <1 for some p € (d,o0] and ¢q € [2,00), (1.3)

where L, , denotes the space of R%-valued functions v on [0,7] x R? such
that

T
olf ;:/0 o] dt < oo.

Under this condition the uniqueness of the Hopf-Leray weak solution on
[0,T] was proved by Prodi [47] and Serrin [49], and smoothness of the solu-
tion was obtained by Ladyzhenskaya [40].

Our aim in the present paper is to generalise the conditional uniqueness
result of Prodi and Serrin and to extend it stochastic Navier-Stokes equations
and to prove also a theorem on conditional regularity of their solutions. Our
condition is much weaker than the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition

(see Corollary 2.3)).
We will consider the following type of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations,

du :(VAu —uw) + Vp+ Djf; + f) dt

+ (6Vu —Vq+h)odw, divu=0, (1.4)
u,_y =uo, (1.5)
for the random velocity field v = (u}(z),...,uf(x)), and pressure fields

p = pi(x) and ¢ = q(x) for t € [0,7] and = € R?, where w is a Hilbert
space-valued Wiener process, and odw; indicates that the corresponding dif-
ferential is understood in the Stratonovich sense. As it was shown in [41]
and [42], equation (4] arises when one follows the classical scheme of New-
tonian fluid dynamics, assuming that instead of a deterministic dynamics,
the fluid particles satisfy the stochastic equation

dny(w) = wi(ni(2)) dt + or(m(x)) 0 dwr,  mo(x) =2, = €R™

In [44] the authors study the Cauchy problem (L4)-(L5]) with a second order
elliptic differential operator instead of A, and with force fields D;f;, f and h,
which may depend also on u. They show the existence of a solution on some
filtered probability space (2, F, (F)i>0, P) carrying an F-Wiener process w
with values in a Hilbert space. Moreover, in d = 2 they show the existence
and uniqueness of a unique strong solution. The solution u = (ut)ye[o,7]
in [44] is understood as an H-valued weakly continuous Fi-adapted process
such that u € Lo([0,7T],V) (a.s.), and almost surely satisfies the equations
in a weak sense, similarly to the definition of a Hopf-Leray weak solution to
fimi ¥}

We consider for d > 3 the type of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations as in
[44]. Adapting the notion of admissible random functions from [28] and [26],
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we introduce the class of admissible solutions to them, see Definitions 2.1]
and Roughly speaking an admissible function u is function of (w,t,x),
such that it can be decomposed as a sum of two functions, say u™ and u?,
such that ©, as a function of z € R?, belongs to the Morrey space E,; for
an r € (2,d] and its Morrey norm is bounded by a constant, uniformly in
(t,w). The other component, u” belongs to Lz ([0, 7], Loo (R%, RY)) (a.s.).

First we show that an admissible solution has a modification which is
a (strongly) continuous H-valued function in ¢ € [0,7] for every w € .
This is Theorem 1] below. Then we present a theorem, Theorem 221 on
conditional uniqueness, which in the special case of equation (L)) reads as
follows.

There is a positive constant N depending only d, r, such that if u is an ad-
missible solution with Morrey norm bounded by v/N, then every admissible
solution coincides with u.

Hence, see Corollary [2.3], we get that if u is a solution such that u € L, ,
almost surely for a (p,q) satisfying the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condi-
tion (LL3]), then the uniqueness holds in the class of admissible solutions.
This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [2.2] since it turns out that
if w is a function from L,, (a.s.) such the condition (I3) holds then u
is admissible and admits a Morrey component with Morrey norm bounded
by a positive constant as small as we wish. It is worth noting that the
admissible functions form an essentially larger space than L, , with (L3).
Thus Theorem generalises the result of Prodi and Serrin in the special
case of deterministic Navier-Stokes equations, i.e., when ¢ = 0, ¢ = 0 and
h = 0, and extends that also to the type of stochastic Navier-Stokes equa-
tions ([L4)-(LH). Under the conditions of Theorem we present also a
result, Theorem 5.1l on conditional regularity of the solution, when ug € V
(a.s.), f =0, and o and h satisfy appropriate differentiability conditions. We
will prove further results on conditional regularity in the continuation of the
present paper.

Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations are also extensively studied in the lit-
erature. We mention here only a few publications concerning their theory,
starting with the pioneering paper [7], followed by [2], [11], [25] [10], [12],
[6], [14] and others on solvability of the equations in various set-ups and
approaches. Uniqueness results in d = 2 can be found, e.g., in [3], [40] [4],
[24], [44], [43]. Existence of local L,-solutions to Navier-Stokes equations
with Lévy noise is studied in [45]. The existence and uniqueness of solutions
in an L, setting for 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes with jump noise is inves-
tigated in [52], the local well-posedness in Ly-setting for 3D Navier-Stokes
equations with multiplicative cylindrical noise in the whole space is studied
in M7

Existence and uniqueness of a global mild solution to random vorticity
equations associated to stochastic Navier-Stokes equations in d = 3 for small
initial vorticity is obtained in [5]. Theorems on ergodicity in d = 2 are pre-

sented in [19], [18], [33], [34], [9], [39], and a result on ergodicity in d=3
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is obtained [16]. Balance relations for randomly forced Navier-Stokes equa-
tions on the 2-dimensional torus are proved in [32]. In [I] well-posedness,
regularisation results for the solutions and blow-up criteria are established,
and a global well-posedness result with high probability for small initial
data, in critical spaces is proved for stochastic Navier—Stokes equations on
the d-dimensional torus for any d > 2.

For a comprehensive treatise on stochastic fluid dynamics we refer to [22].

We conclude with notations used in the paper. Let C§°(RY, R?) be the
space of R%valued compactly supported smooth functions on R? and let D
denote its subspace consisting of the divergence-free functions. For integers
m > 0 and p > 1 we use the notation W' = W;”(Rd,Rd) for the Sobolev
space of R-valued functions v = (v',...,v%) on R%, which together with
their generalised derivatives up to order m are L,-functions. We use also
the notation L, for Wg. Note that W5* with the inner product

m
(u, v)wy = Z (D%, D*u), u,v € Wy

laj<m

is a separable Hilbert space, where for any integer & > 1 for RF-valued
functions v and w on R? we use the notation

(v,w) = /]Rd vl (z)w'(z) da

when the integral is well-defined. If B is a ball in R? by |B| we mean its

volume and set 1
fdx = —/ fdx.
][B 1Bl Jp

The derivatives of Dv of R™-valued functions in € R? we view as functions
with values in the m x d matrices, (D;v") = (v™), and we treat the space of
m x d matrices as the md-dimensional Euclidean space as well. For functions
f on R? with values in a tensor space T, the notation |f|r, is defined by

.= [ 1@

where |f(z)|r denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the tensor f(z).
Let H and V be the divergence free subspaces of Ly := WY and Wi,
respectively, i.e., H is the closure of D in Lo, and

V= {uec W} :divu = 0}.

Let S denote the orthogonal projection of Ly onto H, and define the operator

R =1-—S8, where [ is the identity operator.

For functions ¢ and vector fields u = (u',...,u%) on R% we use the nota-

tions
0 .
Dip = 957 (1=1,2,....,d), Veo=Dp=(Dig,..,Dip),

Py = 1w Djop,
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Du for the Jacobian matrix (Du)¥ = Dju?, and D?u for the tensor (D?u)¥! =
DZ-Djul, 1,7,0 = 1,2,...,d. Unless otherwise stated, thorough the paper we
use the summation convention with respect to repeated integer-valued in-
dices. Thus u,) denotes the R?-valued function

(W Dju',ui Dju?, ..., uijud)

on R? For normed spaces B we use the notation f5(B) for the space
of sequences ¢ = (c,)52; of elements c, € B, with the norm |[c|s,5) =
(32, lenl%)/2. We write £5 instead of £2(R).

All random elements in this paper are defined on a fixed filtered probabil-
ity space (Q,F, (Ft)i>0, P) carrying a sequence of independent F;-Wiener
processes (w¥)? . We assume that JF is P-complete and that F, contains
all the P-zero sets of F. We use the notation P for the predictable o-algebra
on 2 x [0,00). For a topological space S the notation B(S) means the Borel
o-algebra on S.

2. FORMULATION OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

Consider the equations

duy =(Di(ay Djug + fi(ue)) + filue, Dur) — g,y — Ve + 98 Digr) dt
+ (e Dyuy + h¥ (u) — V) dwF,  divu, =0 (2.1)

on Q x [0,T] x R, with initial condition
u(0,z) = up(x), = eR? (2.2)

for a velocity field v = (u}(t,z),...,u?(t,z)) and pressure fields p = p;(z)
and ¢ = (¢f (2))$2, on Q x [0, 7] x RY.

We assume that

(i) the coefficient a = (a*) is R 9valued, 7 = (v¥*)%°, is an £(R9)-
valued and 0@ = (¢%)2° | is an fo-valued P ® B(R?) measurable function on
Q% [0,T] x R? for each i = 1,2, ...,d;

(ii) the functions § and f are R%-valued, f’ is a P @ B(R? x R?)-measurable
mapping on 2 x [0, T] xR xR%, and f is a PRB(RY xRY x R¥*?)-measurable
mapping on Q x [0, T] x R x R? x R¥*9, for each i = 1,2,...,d. The function
h = (h*)22, is an fo(R%)-valued P ® B(R? x R?)-measurable mapping on
Q x [0,T] x RY x R%.

Definition 2.1. A V-valued predictable process u = (u)¢c[o, 7] is @ solution
to 2I)-22) if u € Lo([0,T],V)NLoo ([0, T],H) (a.s.), and for each v € VNILy
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t
(ur,v) =(uo, v) — / [(a¥9 Dy + i (us), Do) + (ugguy. )] ds
0
t
T / (V¥ Dig + fo(ts, Duy), v) ds
0

t
+/ (07 Djus + hE (uy),v) dwk, (2.3)
0
holds for P ® dt-almost every (w,t) € Q x [0,T], where

Vg = R(akajut +hF () P®dt®dz-ae. forevery k>1. (2.4)

We call (ut);e(o,7) an H-solution if it is an H-valued F-adapted continuous
process such that u € Ly([0,7],V) (a.s.), and almost surely (23] holds for
all t € [0,7] and v € VN Ly, and (2.4)) is satisfied.

Remark 2.1. We note that if Assumption 2] and (ZI0) below hold for h,
then equation (2.4)) ensures that for any solution u

MF(u) — VgF = SMF(u) e (P ®dt ®dz-ae), fork=1,2,...,

where

MF(u) = o*Dju + gF(u) for u e V. (2.5)
Moreover, by equation (24]) we have
Y Digk =AM (RMF (u))? for each k > 1, (2.6)

where (RM¥(u))? is the i-th coordinate of RM¥(u), which closes the equa-

tion (23)) for wu.

Remark 2.2. If ¢ > 1 such that % = % — é, then % + % + é = 1 and thus

by Hélder’s inequality and by the Sobolev inequality |w|z, < N(d)[wly; we

have
|(vw), w)| < JulL, [DvlL,|wle, < N(d)|ulyy Do, |wlL, < oo

for any u,v,w € W3. Hence for (uy(,,),v) in [Z3) we have

T T
/ |(Us(uy), V)| ds < N(d)\thd/ IUSI%W% ds < oo (a.s.) for any v € Ly.
0 0

This is why test functions v from V N Ly are used.
We make the following assumptions.
Assumption 2.1. (i) There is a constant § > 0 such that
la] <671 (0¥ = Jo™®eTF)NN > GNP forall A € RYw btz (2.7)
(ii) There is a nonnegative predictable process ¥, t € [0,T], such that

T
/ 97 dt < oo
0
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and

d oo '

Ive(2))? = Z Z \fyf’(x)\%d <97 for all w,t,x. (2.8)

i=1 k=1

Remark 2.3. Note that by Assumption 2.1](i) we have
d oo '
’Ut‘2 _ ZZ ’O,zk‘2 < N2
i=1 k=1

for a nonnegative constant N = N(d, ).

Assumption 2.2. There exist nonnegative predictable processes A, x and ¥,
and nonnegative P ® B(RY)-measurable functions § and & on Q x [0, 7] @ R?
such that

T T
/ (AF + X7 + k) dt < o0, / (I8elZ, +18¢|r,) dt < o0 (as),  (2.9)
0 0

and
(i) for all w € Q, t € [0,7T], z,u € R? and z € R4

[§e(z, W)l + [ (2, w)] < Adfu] + Fi(2), (2.10)
[fe(, u, 2)| < helul + xil 2| + Gi(2),
(i) for all w € Q, t € [0, 7], x, u; € R? and z; € R4 (i = 1,2)
[Fe(2, u1) = Fu(, ug)| + (2, ur) — he(2, u2)] < Adlur — g, (2.11)
|fe(x,un, 21) — fi(z,ug, 22)| < Kifur — ug| + xi|z1 — 22l (2.12)

Assumption 2.3. The initial condition ug is an Fy-measurable random
variable in H.

We assume d > 3. To formulate our results we define the following class
of functions for a fixed py € (0, 1], where we use the notation B, for the set
of balls in R? with radius p.

Definition 2.2. A real-, vector-, or tensor-valued function f defined on
Q x [0,T] x R is called admissible if f = fM + & for some P @ B(R?)-
measurable functions fM and f?, such that for some r € (2,d] with a
constant f and a nonnegative predictable function f on Q x [0, 7] we have

1/r
<][B \fM(t,x)\T’da:> < fp~' for B, € B, and p < po, (2.13)
P
for all (w,t) € Q x [0,T7,

T
esssup | f2(z)| < f; for all (t,w), and sup/ fEdt < oo. (2.14)
Rd a Jo
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Observe that f(z) = |z|~! satisfies (ZI3) with finite f for any r € [1,d)
(and pg = 00).

For r € [1,00) and A > 0 we denote by E, ) the Morrey space of functions
f on R? with values in a Euclidean space, such that

1/r
| flry = sup  p* <][ |f(x)|rdx) < oo.
pe(()vPOLBE]Bp Bp

Then ZI3) means that |fM],; < f.

We say that an R%valued function « is an admissible solution to (ZIJ)-
([2.2)) if it is an admissible function and (u).c[o,7) is a solution to ([2.1])-(2.2])
in the sense of Definition 211

Theorem 2.1. Let Assumptions [21], [2.2 (i) and hold. Assume u is
an admissible solution to 2ZI)-22). Then wu is an H-solution in the sense
that it has a P ® dt-modification, denoted also by u, which is an H-solution.
Moreover,

T T
Esup e uy 3, +E/ agle™Ptug|3, dt+E/ le™#tuy |3 dt < NFE|ugl3,
t<T 0 0
T T T 9
+NE/ e F 2, dt+NE/ e Fy2, dt+NE(/ e~ &1, dt) ,
0 0 0

(2.15)
where N = N(d,d) is a constant and

t
@ :/ asds, a5 =N'(\2+ x5+ 65+ Ks) + s
0
with a constant N' = N'(8) and any predictable process u > 0 such that
T
/ pedt < oo for all w e Q.
0

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumption [21), [Z.2 and hold, and assume that u
and v are admissible solutions to 21)-22]) on [0,T]. Then there erists a
(finite) constant N = N(d,r) > 0 such that if

min(u,0) < §/N, (2.16)
then almost surely u(t) = v(t) for every t € [0,T].

Corollary 2.3. Let Assumptions [21], 2.2 hold, and assume that u is a
solution to 210)-(22) such that almost surely

T
/0 |us|7, ds < o0

for some d < p < 0o and 2 < q < oo satisfying the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-
Serrin condition

+2< (2.17)

RSEIRSH
ESEE N
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Then w is an H-solution, and if v is any admissible solution then for its
H-valued continuous modification, denoted also by v, we have that almost
surely ug = vy for all t € [0,T).

Proof. We show (following Remark 7.1 in [26]) that u is admissible, with
@ < ¢ for as small € > 0 as we wish, which by virtue of condition (210
proves the corollary. Indeed, if p < co then let r = d and set

G = [ @) ds

and define u} (z) = () 1)y, (2)>cs uf = w — up’ = wly,, <¢,- Then for

any B € B, and € > 0

) 1/(p—d)

with a constant c,

F @)t de < 0 @) de < M@yt < o7
B B
for sufficiently large ¢ = ¢(d, p, €), and clearly, |uf| < ¢; such that

T T
/ Cdt = 02/ |ut|i‘2/(p_q) dt < oo, since 2p/(p — q) < q.
0 0

If p = 0o then we take u™ =0, u? = u, & = 0 and @; := ||z, and notice
that
T T
/ u? dt = / lug7_ dt < oo (as.), since ¢ > 2,
0 0
which completes the proof of the corollary. O

Remark 2.4. If uw € Lgo (a.s.) then by the above calculations u is still
admissible for r = d, but to be able to apply the corollary we need further
conditions ensuring that the Morrey norm of ™ is sufficiently small, uni-
formly in (w,t). We remark that in the case d = 3 results on uniqueness and
smoothness for Hopf-Leray week solutions to deterministic Navier-Stokes
equations (LI)-(T2) (with f = 0, f = 0) are obtained in [20] when the
solutions belong to Ly, and for any d > 3 such results are proved in [I7].

Remark 2.5. The case (d/p) + (2/q) < 1 in (ZI7) is often called the sub-
critical case and (d/p) + (2/q) = 1 is called the critical case. In connection
with this we note that there are admissible functions u such that r < d and
uM(t,.) ¢ Ly c10c no matter how small ¢ > 0 is. Thus Theorem covers
examples also in the “supercritical” case.

3. PRELIMINARIES

First we present a version of the It6 formula, Theorem 3.1 from [26]. To
this end let (V, (-,-)y) and (H, (-, -) ) be some separable Hilbert spaces such
that V' continuously and densely embedded in H.

Assume we are given V-valued functions v,v*, an H-valued function F,
and an ¢y(H)-valued function G = (G*), which are predictable functions on
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2 x [0,00) such that

T T
/ loely + Vi[5 + |Gt|?2(H) dt —I—/ |Filpdt < oo (a.s.) (3.1)
0 0

for any T' € (0,00). Let vg be an H-valued Fp-measurable random variable,
and assumed that for every v € V we have

t t
(v, 01)n = (v, v0) 1 +/ (v, v5)v + (v, Fa)n] d8+/ (v, GO dwy  (3.2)
0 0
almost surely for dt-almost all t € (0,00). Then the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3.1. Under the above assumptions there exists a continuous H -
valued Fi-adapted process (ug)i>o such that
(i) uy = vy for P ® dt-almost everywhere;
(i) with probability one we have
t

t
(v, up) g = (v,v9) —I—/ [(v,vD)v + (v, fs)m]ds —I—/ (v,gf)H dwf (3.3)
0 0
forallveV andt > 0;
(iii) with probability one
t
alfy =lonlh +2 [ [ 03y + e o)+ 3G s

t
+ 2/ (us, GFY gy dw®  for all t > 0. (3.4)
0
Lemma 3.2. If f is real-valued admissible function then
[Pl ar < NP [ DoPdo+ [ (Vg P 2f)oPde (39
Rd Rd Rd

for all p € C§° with a constant N = N(d,r).

This lemma follows from Lemma 3.5 of [29].
Define

b(u,v,w) := / w (2) Djv' (x)w' (z) dv (3.6)
Rd
for R%valued Borel functions u, v and w on R? when the generalised deriva-

tives Djv’ are functions on R?, and the integral is well-defined.

Corollary 3.3. (i) Let u be a R%-valued admissible function and let v,w €
Wi Then we have

b(ut, v, w) < Na(|Dofr, + pg* |vlr, )| Dwle,
+Nﬂt|DU|L2|w|L2’
(ii) Let w be a R%-valued admissible function and let v,u € Wi. Then

b(ur, v,w) < N(|Dole, + py Holes) [ Dule,
+Nwt]Dth2\u]L2,
where N is a constant depending only on d and r.
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Proof. 1t is easy to see that Lemma holds also for all ¢ € W.. Hence
using first the Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunyakovsky inequality for the integral of
the product of functions ujw’ and D;v* and then applying B.35)) to [u] |?|w!|?
for each i, j, we obtain this corollary. We get (3.3 in the same way. O

Lemma 3.4. Let u be an R%-valued admissible function and let v,w € W3.
Then for all (w,t) we have [b(u, v, w)| < co. Moreover, if uy € V then

b(ug, v, w) = —b(ug, w,v).

Proof. Clearly, |b(us,v,w)] < oo by Corollary B3l For ¢ > 0 let ¢. €
C3°(R%,RY) such that |v; — <,0€|W% < e. Then by integration by parts, by the
Leibniz rule and using that divu; = 0 we get

/ u{ngpéwi dx = —/ goiDj(wiu{)dx = —/ u{Djwigpé dr.  (3.7)
R4 R4 R4
By Corollary B3] we have

[6(u, v — g, w)| < Na(|Dv — Depe i, + py o — @zli,) [ Dwli,

+Nu|Dv — Doe|r, |wlL,,
which shows that
b(ut, o, w) — b(ug, v,w) for e — 0.
In the same way we get lim._, b(us, w, @) = b(u, w,v). Thus letting e — 0
in (B.7) we finish the proof of the lemma. O

Corollary 3.5. Let u be an R _valued admissible function such that uy € V
for all (w,t). Then b(ug,v,v) =0 forve Wi, (w,t) € Qx [0,T].

Corollary 3.6. Let v and v be R%*-valued admissible function such that
ug €V, and v,w € W} for all (w,t). Then

b(ur, v,w) < No(|Dwle, + pg ' fwle,) [ Dulw,

+N?7t’D’w’]L2 ‘Ut‘Lz
with a constant N = N(d,r).

Proof. We use that b(u;, v, w) = —b(u;, w,v) and apply Corollary B3l O

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS [2Z.1] AND

Proof of Theorem [21l Let u be an admissible solution on [0,7]. We set
H =H,V =YV, denote the conjugate of V' by V* and the duality between
v € Vand v* € V* by (v,v*). Note that v* € V* can be identified with
Qu* € V such that (v,v*) = (v,Qv*)y holds for every v € V, and thus
‘U* V* = ’QU’\/.

We will apply Theorem [B.1] to prove Theorem 21l By definition of the
solution,

T
/0 ()% dt < 00 (a.5.). (4.1)
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We are going to define v} € V*, F; € H and G; = (G¥) € ¢5(H) by requiring

(v,07) = —(a? Djug + fi(us), Dyv) — (u™I Djuy, v), (4.2)
(v, F) i = (—u' Dju+ fi(u, Du) + /7 D;qf ,v) (4.3)

and ‘
(0, G¥) i = (01" Djug + W (u),v)  for k> 1, (4.4)

respectively for all v € V. By Assumptions 2], (i) and Corollary B3] we
have

(@) Djug + Fi(ur), Div)| < (67 Dulp, + Aelueli, + el o) |vlv,

|(u™ Djuy, )| < Na(|Dulr, + pg* |ulwy ) [o]v-
Hence we can see, noticing that
T T
/ A?!ut\iz dt < esssup \utlﬂz / M2 dt < oo, (4.5)
0 t€[0,7) 0

that there is a predictable V*-valued process v*, identified with the V-valued
process Qu* such that

T T
/O |v;‘|%/*dt:/0 QUi dt < o0 (a.5.) (4.6)

and (£2]) holds. Using the definition of admissible functions and Assumption

1) (i) we have

| = u? Djuy + filwy, Du)lL, < Gl Duglr, + selwel Ly + xelDuli, +1S¢] L,

where

T T
/ Ki|ue|L, dt < esssup |ug|L, / ke dt < oo (a.s.), (4.7)
0 t€[0,T) 0

and by the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz inequality

T
/ (| Dusle, + il Dugle,) dt < o,
0

Using (2.6), Assumptions 2] and (1)

. . . i 1/2
2 Diaf . = R RME (ue)) |y < 0 IRME ()R,
k=1

© 1/2
<0 ( Y IME)R,) " < N Dudlu, + Ol +9S:2.)
k=1
with a constant N = N(K,d). Notice that

T T
/ Vit |ue|L, dt < esssup |uglL, / (02 + M\2) dt < oo (a.s.). (4.8)
0 t€[0,7] 0
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Hence F; := S(—uijjut—i-ft(ut, Du)+~FDiqf), t € [0,T), is an H-valued
predictable process such that (43]) holds and

T T . .
/ﬂﬂmﬁg/\—ﬁwmm+m%Dm+wm¢mﬁ<mm&y
0 0

(4.9)
Notice that by Assumptions 2] (i), (i) and Remark 23] we have

> lo® Diug + b (u), < N(|Duglf, + M\ Jwil?,)
e
with N = N(§,d), and by the definition of a solution and by (4.4])

T T T
/ |Dut|H%2 + )\f|ut|i2 < / |Dut|ﬂ%2 dt + esssup |ut|i2/ M\ dt < oo (a.s.).
0 0 te[0,1] 0
Hence, because the operator norm of S is 1,
Gr = (GF)i2y = (S(0™ Diwg + hi (w)))iy,  t€[0,T),
is an {o(H)-valued predictable process such that

T
/y@@mﬁ<mm@, (4.10)
0

and (@) holds. For v € V the convolution v(*) = vk, belongs to VN Lg for
e >0, and lim. 0 [v — v°|y = 0, when k. = e~9(-/¢). and k € C$°(R,R?)
has compact support and unit integral. This shows that V N Ly is dense in

V. Hence, due to (£2), [@3), (@), @6), (£I) and the definition of the
solution, we have (B and ([B2). Thus we can apply Theorem Bl to get

that a P®dt-modification of u, denoted also by wu, is an H-valued continuous
process and almost surely

t ..
’ut‘%{ = ‘UO‘%{ - 2/ [(G’?Dius + fs(u8)7Dju8) + (us(us)yus)] ds
0
t
+2/ (fs(us,Dus) +’y§iju8,uS) ds
0

t
+/ Z |S (0 Diug + h(us)) ﬁq ds + my (4.11)
0 %
holds for all ¢ € [0,T], where
t
my = 2/ (o*“LCDZ-uS + hl;(us),us) duw*.
0

To show the estimate (2.I5]) we may assume that the expression on right-
hand side of (2I5) is finite. First note that by Corollary we have
(Up(uy),ur) =0 (P @ dt-a.e). (4.12)
Then use that Assumptions 21 and 22(i) to get
I, = —2(aijDius — 2fs(us), Djus) — 2(fs(us,Dus) + 27§ijus,us)
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< —2(a¥ Dyug, Djus) + 2s|ts|Lo| Dus|y + 2/ s| 0o | Duis| 1,
+2m8]uslﬂ%2 + 2xs|Dus| 1, | us|L,
+2|8| 1, |us|L, + 20| Dus| L, [us L,
< —2(a¥ Dyus, Djus) + $|Dug|?, + N(A2 + X2 + 92 + k) |us|?,
+[Fsl7, + 20651, us|L,, (4.13)
and
Jo =3 IS(0¥ Diug + hE(us)) |3 < D |0 Diug + hE (uy)[
k k

< (0% 0¥ Dyug, Djus) + 2| (02 Diug, b (ue)| + D [hE(us)];
k

< (6% 0™ Dijus, Djus) + 3| Dusl?, + NA 2 ugl?, + N|§s|3, (4.14)
with a constant N = N(d, ). Note that by Assumption 2] we have
(247 — aikajk)Dius,DjuS) > 25\u5\i2.
Thus, by ([£I3) and [@I4) we get
I+ Js < _5|DUS|%2 + N()\g + Xg + 19? + “S)|US|H%2
+N|SS|%2 + 2|Q58|L2|US|L2,
Using this and (£I12]), from (@II]) we obtain
dlu|2, < (= 0[Dwlt, + N+ X7 + 07 + wo)uelt, ) dt
(NI3elZ, + 218¢| 1o uelr,) dt + dmy (4.15)
with a constant N = N(0). Hence
al\e_“”uthi2 < ( — 5\6_%Dut]%2 — at\e_%ut\i?) dt
+(Nle ' Fl7, + 2¢ 2 |ug|L, | B¢, ) dt + e dmy.
From this, by standard stopping time argument and the using Holder’s and
Young’s inequalities we get

TAT AT
Bl upn, 2, + 0 / ™% Dug|72 ds + E / asle” P uslt, ds
0 0

TAT

TNt

gE]uo\iQ—kNE/ 2, ds+2E/ 25 |u |1, |8, |1, ds (4.16)
0 0

and

TNAT
E sup e Puwl?, < Elul?, + E / %5, 2 ds
t<TNAT 0

TNAT t
+2E/ 6_2¢5|US|L2|(’53|L2 ds+ E sup / e~2%s dm
0 t<TArJo

TNT
< Eluolt, + E/o le=?Fs|7, ds + %Et?;}z e Ptuy|?,
= T
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TAT 2 t
—|—4<E/ e 7| &L, ds) + E sup / e~ 2% dm (4.17)
0 t<TNAT JO

for any stopping time 7 < T'. By the Davis inequality, Holder’s and Young’s
inequalities we have

t TNAT 1/2
E sup / e 2% dmg < 6E</ e 4ps Js|us|]]%2 ds)
t<TrrJo 0

TNAT
< LE sup |e Pulf, + NE/ e 2 J,ds. (4.18)
t<TAT 0

By (@I4) and using ([{I4]), for the last term here we get

TNAT
NE / e %% J,ds
0

TAT
EZPGL/‘ (Je=# Dual?, + XJe w2, + e Fu[2,) ds
0

tAT

tAT
< N1E|u0|i2 + NgE/ |e_‘p333|%2 ds + NgE/ e 2Ps |us|Ly | Bs|L, ds
0 0
AT
ngm&+ME/ e 5,[2, ds
0

tAT 2
+%E sup ]e_%us\%a + N3E</ e 7 |&|L, dS)
t<TNAT 0

with constants Ny, Ny and N3 depending only on d and d. Consequently,
combining this with ({I8]), from [@IT) we get

TAT
E sup |e_“0’fut|i2 < NE|u0|i2 —I—NE/ |e_‘p333|%2 ds
t<TAT 0

TNAT 2
—|—NE</ e | &L, ds) +1E sup |e_“0’fut|i2
0 t<TAT

for every stopping time 7 < T'. Taking here in place of 7 the stopping times
T = inf{t € [0,7] : |u|lL, > n} AT

for integers n > 1, we get

TNAT
E sup le?wlf, < 2NEult, —|—2NE/ le=?Fs|7, ds
0

t<T AT
TNAT 2
+anE( / e |41, ds)
0

Letting here n — oo by Fatou’s lemma we obtain

TAT
E sup |e_¢tut|ﬂ%2 < 2NE|u0|HQJ2 + 2NE/ |e_“0333|2L2 ds
t<TAT 0

TNt 2
+2NE< /0 e~ B 1, ds) . (4.19)
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We use this to estimate the last term in (ZI6]) as

TAT
oF / 205 |1, |Bs |, ds
0

TAT 2
< E sup |e_“0tut|i2 + E(/ le™ % Bs|L, dS)
t<TNT 0

TNy, TAtn 2
< NEJuol?, + NE/ e F|2, ds + NE(/ e~?0 B, 1, ds) .
0 0
Thus from (ZI6]) we get

TAT TAT
E|e_SDT/\‘rut/\T|i2 + E/ |e—¢sDus|H%z ds + E/ as|e—¢sus|n2,2 ds
0 0

TNAT TAT 2
§NE|U0|I%2 +NE/O |e_%%s|2L2 d5+2E</0 le™?* Bs|L, dS)

with a constant N = N(d,d). Combining this with ([@I9]) we obtain the
estimate (2I5]) with any stopping time 7 < T in place of T

U
Proof of Theorem[2Z.2. For u = u — v we have that for each p € VN L%
t
(ut7 (:0) = _/0 [(a;]DjuS + f;(us) - f;(vs)le(p) + (us(us) — Us(vs)> ()0)] ds
t
+ / (fs(u& Dus) - fs(USa D'Us)a 90) ds
0
! ki k k (
+/0 (W (R(ME (ug) = ME(vs)))', ) ds
t
+ [ @D+ ()~ i (0a), ) (4.20)
0

holds for P ® dt-a.e. (w,t) € [0,T], where MF(-) is defined in @3). As in
the proof of Theorem 2], we set V :=V, H := H, use the notation V* and
H* for their conjugate spaces, (-,-) for the duality product between V and
V*, and will use Theorem B.Il In the same fashion as a similar statement
in the proof of Theorem [31] is established, we can show the existence of a
V*-valued predictable process v* such that

T
/ [v*|%. ds < oo (a.s.),
0
and for all p € V
(p,v5) = _(aiijus + fzs(US) — f5(vs), Digp) — (uéwiDius - Uész"Us’ ®)
holds for all (w,t). Moreover, we can verify that

Fy = S(UfiDivs —uP Diug + fo(us, Dug) — fo(vs, D'US))
+S (A (R(ME (us) = ME@,))'), te[0,T]
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and Gy = (GF),, defined by
Gt = (o™ Ding + B () — HE(v,))

are H-valued and ¢o(H)-valued predictable processes such that

T
/0 [|Gt|?2(H) + |FS|H] ds < oo (a.s.).

Hence, because V N L, is dense in V, by virtue of (£20]) we get (3.2]) (with
u; in place of v) for all v € V. Thus we can use Theorem Bl to get that
u = (ut);e(0,7] has an H-valued continuous P ® dt-modification, denoted also
by u, such that almost surely

ult, = =2 [ (@D + ) — Fooa). D) ds
- 2/t b(us, us,us) — b(vs, vs, Us) ds
/ f(us, Dus) — f(vs,Dfus),uS) ds
/ Mk (ug) — Msk(vs)))i,us) ds
+ /O > ‘S(aikDius + i (ug) — R (vs)) (Z ds+my  (4.21)
k
for all ¢t € [0,T], where

my = 2 /Ot (o Dyug + hE (ug) — hE(v), us) dwh.
By Assumption [Z2/(ii), using Young’s inequality
—2(a Djus + i (us) — fi(vs), Djus)
< —2(a¥ Dju,, Djug) + §|Dug|3, + NiAZ|uslZ, (4.22)
with a constant N7 = N1(d). To estimate the absolute value of
I := b(vs, vs, us) — b(ug, ug, ug)

note first that without loss of generality we may assume that 4 < ©. Using
the linearity in the first two arguments of the trilinear functional b, we have
the identity

=051+ 1)+ I3,

with I1 = —b(us, us, ttg), Io = b(ug, tg, tg), I3 := —b(us, us, utg). Using Corol-
laries and we have I} = I = 0 and

21 = 2|Is| < Na(|Duilz, + py [ule)| D]z, + Nt Dug| 1, s,
< Nl Du 3, + §|Dusf3, + M@ + @), (4.23)
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with constants N = N(d,r) and Ny = Ny(d,r, 9, po). By (2I2]), using the
Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunyakovsky and the Young inequalities we have

2(f(u57 Dus) - f(v& Dvs)aus) S 2(Hs‘us’L2 + Xs‘Dus’Lg)‘ushLz

< §lDusli, + Na(kis + x3)uslf, (4.24)
with a constant Ny = Ny(d). Moreover,

KazbﬂMme—M%mWM)

< Js

(( us) — M(vs)

|€2(Rd ‘u5’ Ly

((Ms(us)) - MS(,US))‘Z?(Rd) Lo

Since the operator norm of R is 1, we get

|ts |,

=3 [R(M ) — ME(wy)

[R((A (1)) = Ma(0))] 2|, :
Z — M} (v, ‘]].42 = || Ms(us) — MS(US)‘ZQ(Rd)FLQ
k=1
sWﬂm%W@+mmm—m@mm@i
Hence by Remark and condition (2.I1]), we obtain 2
Ky <ON|[Dug] + Aslug| |, [us|e,
< 151 DuslZ, + N0+ XD)luslE, (4.25)

with constants N and N’ depending only on d and §. Since the operator
norm of S is 1, by Assumption 2] and condition (2.I1]), using the Cauchy-
Schwarz-Bunyakovsky and the Young inequalities we have
. 2
3 ‘S(aékDius + hE (ug) — hE(vs)) (H
k

7

< (6% 0I*Dyuy, Djug) + 5| Dusl?, + NA2[ul?, (4.26)
with a constant N = N(d,d). Consequently, by virtue of the estimates
(#22)) through ([£.26]) and taking into account that

—((2a" — o™ 09%) Djug, Dius) < —28|Dugl?,,
from ([@21]) we get
dlugl?, < —(6 — Na)|Duwg|* dt + Celug|L, dt + dmy,
where N = N(d,r) is a constant, and

Go=N'(a+a; + X +X°+ 97 + Ky)

. 2
o*Diug + hE(ug) — hE(vy) .
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with a constant N’ = N'(d,r, 4, pg). Set

t
" ::/0 Cods, te[0T].

Then for 4@ < §/N we have
t
e twlf, < / e~ dmg =:m}, tecl0,T].
0

Here m' = (my)ico,r) is a nonnegative local martingale starting from 0.
Then almost surely m; = 0 for all ¢ € [0, T], which finishes the proof of the
theorem. 0

5. ON W}-REGULARITY OF ADMISSIBLE SOLUTIONS

Let u be an H-solution to (2.1)-(2.2]) in [0, 7], and consider the system of
equations

dvy :(Di(aiij'Ut +fi(ue)) + filue, Dug) — vy — Ve + V' Dsqy) dt
+ (0 Dyvy + W (ug) — VaF) dwf,  dive, =0 (5.1)

on Q x [0, 7] x R?, with initial condition
vo(x) = up(x), x€RY, (5.2)
for v = (v} (t,z),...,v%(t,)), where
Vi = R(aszjvt + hF(uw)) P®dt®dr-ae. forevery k>1. (5.3)

Like the # solution u to ([2I)-([22) is defined, we say that v is an H-
solution to (BI)-(G.2) if it is an H-valued continuous F-adapted process,

T
/ lued < o0 (a.s.),
0

and almost surely
t
(ve, ¥) =(uo,¥) — /0 [(a¥ Djvs + Fy(us), Dith) + (vg(u,,¥)] ds
¢
+/0 [(’yfiR(angjvs + hE(u))t + folus, Duy), )] ds

t
+ / (098 Djvg + hF (ug), ¥) dw?, (5.4)
0

for all t € [0, 7] and ¥ € V.
Clearly, u is an H-solution to (B.I))-([52]). We are going to use this to raise
the regularity of w. To this end we make the following additional assumption.
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Assumption 5.1. There exist constants K; (i=1,2,3), a nonnegative pre-
dictable process § = 6; and a nonnegative P ® B(R?)-measurable function
H = H(x) on Q x [0,T] x RY, such that

T T
/ 67 dt < oo, / |f3t|%2 dt < oo (a.s.),
0 0

and for all (w,?) we have
(i) @ and o* (as an f3-valued function) are continuously differentiable in
x € R? for each 4,j = 1,2, ...,d such that

Y 1Daf B+ Y IDo}, ey < 67, and Y Y lRa < K,
i i koo

for all z € R%;

(ii) the £5(R%)-valued function hy = hs(z,u) is continuously differentiable in
(z,u) € R? x R?, and the partial derivatives d,h; and 9,h; take values in
[y := lo(R?*?) such that for all (z,u);

|8xht($au)|[2 < Opu + (), |auht($vu)|[2 < Ko;
(iii) for all (z,u, z) € R? x R? x R4*d
|fe(@,u, 2)|Ra < Orlulgpa + Ks|z|gaxa + He(z).

Theorem 5.1. Let Assumptions[21, (2.2, and[21l hold with § = 0. Let u
be an admissible solution to (ZI)-Z2) such that ug € V (a.s.). Then there
is a constant N = N(r,d) > 0 such that if & < §/N then u = (ut)scio.1) i5 @
continuous V-valued Fy-adapted process such that u € La([0,T], W3) (a.s.).

To prove this theorem first we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let Assumptions 21, [Z2 (i) and [2-3 hold. Let u be an
admissible R%-valued function, such that

u € Loo([0,T),Ly) N Lo ([0, T], W3) (a.s.). (5.5)

Then there is a constant N = N(d,r) > 0 such that if u < §/N then (GI])-
(B2) has a unique H-solution v = (vt)sec(o1]-

Proof. We are going to cast the above system of equations into a stochastic
evolution equation of the type considered in [26]. For this reason set V := V),
H := H, and for every (w,t) define the linear operators A; : V. — V* and
By = (BF)?2, : V. — l5(H) by requiring

(o, Arv) = —(o, uM D;v + Nopy 2av + §v) — (Djp, aiijv)
(@7 BfU)H = ((107 O';,;kDirU)7 k= 17 27 teey (56)

where (+,-) and (-,-)y are the scalar products in Ly and in H, respectively,
and Ng = Ny(d,r) is a constant, specified later. By Lemma [3.2]

(¢, uf"" Diw) < |up"plL, [ DivlL, < Na(|Delr, + py ey vlm
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with a constant N = N(d,r), and
(Dig, a; Djv) < N|Dg|1,|Dvlr,,

o0

; 2
> (.01 Div)|” < N2|gl3| Do,
k=1

with a constant N = N(d,d). Thus A; and B; are bounded linear operators
mapping V into V* and ¢5(H), respectively, and their operator norms are
bounded by N(d,r, po,d,4) and N(d, ), respectively. Moreover, for v € V

(v, Apw) < —(Dy, a; Djv) — (Nopyi® + 6)|vl%
+(8/2)| Dvl, + Nl Dvlg, + Napg *a*[vlf (57)
with constants Ny = Ny(d,r) and Ny = Na(d,r,6). From (B.0)
|Beolf, (ry < Mot Divlgy a7,
Combining this with (B.7) we get
2(v, Apv) + |Bll/v|§2(H) < —((Zaij - aikajk)Djv,Div)
—2(Nopg 2a? + 8)v|3; + 8| D)3, + 2N1a|Dv|7, + 2Napg 202l

for v € V. Hence using Assumption ZTI(i) and taking Ny := Ny, for @ <
d/(2N1) we have

2(v, Ayv) + |Biv|§2(H) < —Svf3 forveV. (5.8)

Define for each (w,t) the linear operators A; : V. — H and ¢, : H — H such
that for all p € V and v € H

(¢, a0) i =(ip, —up” Div + 4™ (R(0]* Djv)")

(¢, cv)m =(, Nopg 20 + 0v).

Using the admissibility of u, condition (Z.8]) and that the operator norm of
R 1Ly — Lyis 1, we get

(¢, —uf Dyv + ¥ (R(0{" Djv)') < N(t + 94 ol | DolL,,
and clearly,
(10, Nopg v+ 6v) < (Nopy 20+ 8) ||, [vl,-

Hence A; : V — H and ¢; : H — H are bounded operators, and for their
operator norms, |A¢|, and |C¢|c we have

T
/0 (|At|i + |Ct|c) dt < oo (a.s.). (5.9)

Finally for each (w,t) we define I} € V*, F; € H and G; = (GF) € (5(H)
such that
<(107 Ft*> = (Dz% ff‘,(ut))7 ((107 B)H = ((107 ft(ut7 Dut))a
((107 Gf)H = ((107 hf(Ut)), k=1,2,...,
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for ¢ € V. By Assumption [2.2(i),
(Dig, fi(ur)) < Nlgplv (e, + [l r,),

(@, fe(ug, Dug)) < Nlgl (KelulL, + xelDutlp, + 1841,),
with a constant N = N(d), and

Dbt ))® < Nlglt, OFluel?, + I3el7,)-
k=1

Hence, due to ([Z9) and (&.5) it is easy to check that

T
/0 (F B + G, ) + | Fulir) dt < o0 (a.5.). (5.10)

Consider now the stochastic evolution equation
dvy = (At’l)t + Apvr +Crug +Ft* +Ft) dt+ (Btk’l)t + Gf) dwf, te (O, T] (511)

Ut],_g = uo- (5.12)
Then we can see that v = (v;)icpo,r) is a H-solution to (BI)-(E2) if and
only if it is an H-solution to (II)-(EI2). Due to (58), (59) and (GI0) we

can apply Theorem 5.1 in [26] to get that there is a unique H-solution to
(EI)-(B.2), which finishes the proof of the proposition. O

Proof of Theorems[5.1. Now we set H = V, and let V be the subspace of
divergence free functions of W3. If A € V then h(®), the convolution of h
with k. = e~9k(-/¢) for a smooth function on R? with compact support and
of unit integral, belongs to V for every ¢ > 0, and h(®&) — hin H as € — 0.
This shows that V' is a dense subset of H. It is also separable, as a closed
subspace of the separable Hilbert space W% Define for each (w,t) the linear
operators
Ay V= V* and By: V — ly(H)
by requiring
(, Aw) = —((1 = A)g,u"" Dyv) — (1 — A)p, No(py*a® + 1)v)

_((1 - A)‘:D’(S’U) - (Dz'@’aiijv) - (Dsz% aijDijU), (513)
and
(¢, Biv)y = (¢, oi* D) + (Dip, oi*DiDyw)  for k=1,2..., (5.14)

to hold for any ¢,v € V, where (-,-) and (-,-)g are the scalar products in
Ly and in H, respectively, and Ny = Ny(d,r) is a constant, specified later.
Note that by Lemma

(A = D, ut"" Div) < [@ly |ut Divle, < Nafely (|D?v|z, + py ' [DvlL,),
with N = N(d,r), and clearly,
—(Di,a Djv) — (DD, a’ DyDjv) < Nlply [v]y
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with a constant N = N(d,d). Hence it is easy to see that A; is a bounded
linear operator from V into V* with operator norm bounded by a constant
N depending only on d, r, §, pg and 4. Moreover, for v € V

(v, Apw) < —(Djv, aiijv) — (DyDiw, a Dy D;v) — (Nopy i + No)lvl%
—0loff + (8/8)[vfi + Nualvl} + Nopg?a?|vlf (5.15)
with constants Ny = Ni(d,r) and Ny = Na(d,r,d). Note also that

o0

> " 1(e, 0" D) + (Digp, oiF DiDiw)) |
k=1

< 20elly (D lotDil?, + Y loi* DiDw)IR, )
k k

< Nolg (| DvlL, + [D%0]1,) < Nlolg o]}

with a constant N = N(d, ), which shows that B; = (BF) is bounded linear
map from V into ¢o(H), with operator norm bounded by N. From (5.14])
we get

00 co d
|Beolfr <Y oD, + Y " |ot* DDl + §ID%0[7, + Ns| D3,
k=1 k=1 j=1

with a constant N3 = N3(d,d). Combining this with (5.I5]) and using that
due to Assumption 2.1

—2(D;v, aiijv) — 2(DyDjv, aijDijv)
+Z lo™* D2, + ZZ lo™*D;Dvl2, < —25(|Dvl3, + |D?v|1,),
k kg

we obtain
2(v, Av) + |Byolf, gy < —6(|DvlZ, +|D?0|2,)

F2Nppy 2ol + 2Nvilol} + Nalol — 2No(o5 20 + Dol — 20Jof%
Hence for Ny = N3 + Ny and N1a < §/2 we get
20, A0) + |Biol2, opy < —(0/2)lof? (5.16)

forveV.
Next, we define the linear operators A} : H — V*, ¢, : H — H and
Bt : H — (5(H) by requiring that for all p € V and v € H

(p, A7) = = (1 = A)p,u D), — (DiDysp, Dyay Djv),
+ ((1 = A)p, ¥ (Ro7 Djv)’),
(0, Bfv)ir =(Dygp, Dio}" Dyv),,
(¢, o) =((1 = A)gp, No(pg >0 + 1o + 6v),
hold. Due to Assumption 5.1l and that v is admissible, we have
(1 = A)p, uf D) + (D Dip, Dray Dyv)L, < Ny + 0,)|lv[o]u,
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(1= D (R D)') < Kalely (S R D,)
k=1

R 1/2
k
§K1|90|V(E o] Djv|12L2) < NKilelv|vlg,
=1

> |(Dugp, DioiF Div)w, |* < NOF |l v]
k
with a constant N = N(d,d) and with the constant K; and process 6 from
Assumption (.1l Clearly,

lcov| g < (Nopy 24 + No + 0)|v| g

Consequently, A¢, A}, B; and ¢; are bounded linear operators for every (w, t),
and their operator norms, |Af|, |B;| and |Cy|, satisfy

T
/ (A2 4+ BoJ? + ] dt < oo (a.5.). (5.17)
0

For each (w,t) we define F} € V*, Gy = (GF) € lo(H) by requiring that
(@, FY) = (1= A)g, fulug, Dug) + ¢ (Rhy (we))'),
(u, GP) = (1= A)p, by (ur))
hold for all ¢ € V. By Assumption [5.I] we have
(1= A, filuy, Duy)) < [olv (Orfue|L, + Ks|Du| L, + [9¢]L,),

(1= A)o, v (RRf (w))") < llv K1l lhe (w) ey )| s
< Kilolv (Melueli, + [8tlL, ),

DI = D), hf ()
k=1

< 200[F, [1he () |y may |7, + 21 D@l Ly | [D (R () gy (rixay |7,
< NlplH (A + 09)|uel?, + K31 D7, + 37 + 97),
which show that

T
/ (F7 B+ 1GHl2) dt < oo (a.s.). (5.18)
0

Let us now consider the evolution equation
dvy = (At'l)t + Ar'l)t + Cruy + Ft*) dt + (Bf’l)t + Bf’l)t + Gf) dwf, (519)
vt|,_ = u0- (5.20)
Then due to (516), (BI7) and (EI8) we can apply Theorem 5.1 in [26]
to get that (B.I9)-(E.20) has a unique H-solution v = (v¢)cfo,7]- Hence
it follows that almost surely (5.4]) holds for ¢ € [0,7] and ¢» = (1 — A)p
for all divergence-free vector fields ¢ € W3, which implies that v is the

unique H-solution of (BI)-(E2). By Proposition there is a constant
N = N(d,r) > 0 such that if 4 < /N then u is the unique H-solution to
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BI)-(E2). Consequently, there is a (finite) constant N = N(d,r) > 0 such
that if @ < §/N, then almost surely u; = v; for all ¢t € [0,7], that finishes
the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 5.1. We note that if in Definition 2.1] of a solution u to (2.1)-(22])
we require u € Lo([0,7],V) (a.s.) instead of u € La([0,T], V)N Lo ([0, 7], H)
(a.s.), then Theorems 2.1] and [l remain valid, provided in Assumption
we assume that A\ is a nonnegative constant and x is a nonnegative
predictable process such that

T
/ KZdt < oo (as.),
0

instead of assuming that A and k are nonnegative predictable processes such
that

T
/ M 4 Ry dt < oo (as.).
0

Proof. Notice that in the proof of Theorem 2] we only use u € Lo ([0,T],H)
(a.s.) when we prove that

T
I:= / M wel?, + Kelueli, + 9ehe|ulL, dt < oo (as.),
0

see (L), (A7) and ([@8]). Clearly, if A is a nonnegative constant and k €
Ly([0,T],R) (a.s.) then

T T 12, (T 1/2
1< [l ([ ) ([ i, )
0 0 0
T 1/2 T 1/2
+A(/ z9fdt) (/ |ut|ﬁ2dt) < o0 (as.),
0 0

which proves the remark. O
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